


















FETAG	 is	 panel	 of	 experienced	 researchers	 drawn	 from	 across	 the	 member	
states	that	together	constitute	a	broad	expertise	resource	for	the	programme,	
and	 provide	 advice	 on	 issues	 such	 as	 structuring	 of	measures,	 priority	 topic	
selection	 (Proactive	 and	 Flagship),	 evaluation	 mechanisms,	 ways	 to	 further	
enhance	socio-economic	impact,	predicting	trends	and	opportunities,	as	well	as	
enhancing	 the	 educational	 and	 training	 experiences	 of	 emerging	 young	
researchers,	ensuring	the	principles	of	‘responsible	research’	are	employed,	and	




FETAG	meets	 regularly	 with	 Thomas	 &	 the	 FET	 secretariat	 team	 in	 an	 open	


































Another	 example	 of	 creative	 thinking	 within	 the	 FET	 programme.	 	 Largest	
research	instrument	within	the	H2020	programme;		
€1	Billion	budget	co-funded	50%	by	the	member	states;	10-year	effort;	Many	
100’s	 of	 researchers,	 multiple	 groups	 from	 across	 Europe	 and	 beyond;	 very	




















Flexible:	 it	embraces	projects	 that	can	be	small	and	speculative	or	very	 large	
scale.	
Balanced:	 It	seeks	to	stimulate	new	scientific	and	technological	thinking	from	













on	 fundamental	 scientific	 questions	 and	 translating	 the	 outcomes	 of	 this	










effort,	 and	 involvement	 of	 multiple	 players,	 including	 citizens,	 communities,	
industry	(large	and	small),	and	public	and	semi-private	entities.	
I	believe	this	model	is	necessary	and	MUST	be	adopted	–	the	sentiment	is	correct	
and	 timely.	 	We	must	 create	more	effective	ways	 to	pilot	 and	 test	 emerging	
technologies	in	real-use	scenarios	at	scale	e.g.	through	small-to-medium	scale	
















regarded	 as	 a	 mirror	 image	 effort	 –	 driven	 by	 a	 fundamental	 scientific	




effort,	 and	 impact	 is	 unpredictable.	 	 Impact	 is	 more	 focused	 on	 scientific	
advances	-	the	societal	impact	could	arise	in	areas	that	were	not	considered	at	
the	project	commencement,	through	opportunities	that	did	not	exist	at	the	time	
of	 project	 drafting.	 	 Furthermore,	 the	 timescale	 between	 (basic)	 research	
initiation	and	impact	can	be	long	–	commonly	10+	years,	and	often	much	longer.		
Therefore	 (at	 least	 according	 to	 this	 perspective),	 in	 contrast	 to	 ‘Missions’,	








an	effective	 connection	 strategy,	 that	 drastically	 improves	 the	pathway	 from	
basic	research	through	to	societal	and	economic	impact.		If	we	can	deliver	this	
agenda,	 I	 further	 believe	 that	 by	 2030	 we	 will	 have	 transformed	 research	
organisation,	and	created	the	means	to	make	research	real	and	appreciated	by	
the	 citizen,	 through	 clear	 demonstrations	 of	 research	 having	 hugely	 positive	
impact	on	society.		Europe	can	lead	this	transformation	of	research	organisation	
and	support,	by	retaining	the	FET	portfolio	of	measures	as	a	coherent	package	
into	FP9.		
		
Perhaps	then	the	social	and	economic	benefits	of	our	research	investment	will	
be	realised	first		–	in	Europe!!	
